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B.O.L, 


Treasury Department, 
Bureau of the Mint, 
Washington, D.C., 
March 17, 1886 


Sir: 


Your communication of the 15th inst. relative to the responsibility of imposing the proper 
charges on deposits, is before me. You state that you “do not see any applicability in the section 
of law quoted, to the case in point.” 


My letter of the 10th inst. was rendered necessary by the fact that when your attention 
was directed to errors in imposing charges appearing in your accounts, you forwarded copies of 
official communications from the Assayer addressed to you explaining how the errors occurred. 
From this I inferred that you held the Assay department responsible for the proper imposition of 
charges, and in order that you might not fall into any error on this subject, I took occasion to 
inform you that the law does not require the Assayer to impose the charges on deposits, but the 
Superintendent. 





The duty of the Assayer is to determine the quantity and quality of the precious metals 
contained, and whether he inserts the proper rate of charge in his report or not, the duty of the 
Superintendent to see that the proper charge is imposed, is not altered. 


My letter was not intended to call in question the right of the Superintendent to hold any 
individual in his Mint responsible for an error, but to direct attention to the fact that the Assay 
Department is not primarily and necessarily responsible for errors of this kind. 


I repeat, that the law makes it the duty of the Superintendent to see that the proper 
charges are imposed, and if they are not imposed, it is primarily his error and not that of the 
Assayer. 


Very respectfully, 
James P. Kimball 
Director of the Mint 


Hon. Daniel M. Fox, 
Supt. U.S. Mint, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 


